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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Burns and Michael Tipps scheduled the interview to discuss the 
merits of the instant application. More specificially, Mr. Burns and Michael Tipps desired to discuss the submitted 
declaration from Mr. Tipps to the office and also what they considered the novel features of the instant invention; 
including how those features are different than those currently found saturated throughout the prior art. Mr. Burns and 
Michael Tipps stated that the combination of features that the invention possesses' are not obvious and would not 
perform as one would think when one combined similar features from the prior art. In conclusion, the examiner stated 
the applicant may want to focus more on amending the current listing of claims to include further limitations that better 
define the instant invention over that of the prior art including the possiblity of claiming more in depth the critically of the 
three rings at the top of screw.. 



